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FCNL  Annual  Conference 


My  attendance  as  PYM  representative  to  the  annual  FCNL  Conference  leaves  me  with  mixed 
feelings.  For  me  personally  it  was  an  exhilarating  four  days.  We  worked  hard  for  long  hours.  While  there 
was  no  scheduled  time  for  fellowship  activities,  I did,  nevertheless,  meet  many  new  Friends  from  all  over 
the  country  exchanging  and  sharing  views  and  was  impressed  with  people’s  sincerity  and  feelings  of  good 
will.  However,  I did  come  away  with  a number  of  negative  impressions. 

I realize,  this  being  my  first  FCNL  Conference,  that  my  conclusions  might  lack  something  in  depth 
and  full  understanding  and  I stress  these  are  my  first  impressions.  It  would  be  impossible  to  repeat  in  this 
brief  report  specific  and  detailed  accounts  of  our  worldng  Meetings.  These  can,  of  course,  be  obtained 
from  FCNL. 

We  were  charged  with  the  responsibility  of  finalizing  policy  statements  on  health  care  and  taxation. 
Due  to  the  present  climate  and  events  in  government  we  also  went  into  late  night  special  sessions  to  give 
the  staff  guidance  on  impeachment.  The  overall  impressions  were  these: 

1)  In  an  effort  to  obtain  consensus,  policy  statements  were,  in  almost  all  cases,  watered  down  to  the 
least  common  denominator.  The  impact  of  the  statements  became  weak  and,  in  my  view,  less  effective  in 
order  to  satisfy  the  very  large  range  of  views  represented. 

2)  There  appeared  to  be  a great  desire  to  keep  Friends  of  all  persuasions  within  the  fold  regardless  of 
the  wide  division  of  views  on  major  policital  issues.  A great  priority  seemed  to  rest  on  having  all  kinds  of 
Friends  involved  in  decisions.  The  irony  of  this  situation  is  that  when  publicity  goes  out  or  when  FCNL 
staff  go  to  the  Hill  to  persuade  legislators  there  is  always  the  disclaimer  “We  don’t  speak  for  all  Friends.” 
What  then  is  the  need  to  hold  together,  when  in  so  doing,  the  trust  is  weakened  and  even  the  numbers 
(which  seem  to  impress  elected  officials)  are  diminished? 

3)  I also  have  serious  reservations  about  the  vast  amount  of  time  and  energy  invested  in  precise 
wording  and  structure  of  the  policy  statements.  If  in  fact  these  statements  are  guidelines  for  the  staff  to 
lobby  with,  then  isn’t  the  gist  of  what  Friends  feel  sufficient?  Why  must  long,  impassioned  exchanges 
take  place  over  the  word  “or”  versus  “and”;  “i”s  dotted  and  “t”s  crossed?  These  are  not,  after  all,  bills 
going  into  the  legislative  hopper  but  rather  what  Friends  would  like  to  see  Congress  come  close  to  in 
legislation. 

I came  away  from  Washington  feeling  FCNL  has  a hard  working,  terribly  effective  and  devoted  staff 
as  well  as  a first  rate  policy  committee,  which  are  underpaid  and  overworked. 

I’d  like  to  see  a new  and  creative  system  devised  whereby  views  of  Friends  from  around  the  country 
can  be  aired  and  correlated.  Perhaps  money  and  energy  could  be  better  used  by  having  a conference 
every  two  or  three  years  with  telephone  and  mail  communiques  being  utilized  in  between.  With  the 
savings  maybe  we  could  support  an  additional  legislative  intern  to  help  in  a more  nitty-gritty  way  our 
fine  staff  in  Washington. 

In  closing  I regretfully  must  add  that  I feel  we,  as  Quakers,  are  losing  the  cutting  e^Sge  of  our 
historical  contribution  to  social  change  and  social  justice.  In  the  frantic  attempt  to  .vvork  in  consensus 
with  conservative  Friends  we  simply  cannot  be  the  conscience  that  we  once  were  for  those  things  that  so 
desperately  need  doing  in  our  nation  today. 

While  in  no  way  do  I believe  that  either  conservative  or  liberal  Friends  have  any  exclusive  access  to 
the  Light,  it  does  appear  to  me  that  FCNL  can  not  serve  both  factions  of  the  Religious  Society  of 
Friends  with  equal  vigor  and  effectiveness. 


JUDY  WEINBERG 
PYM  Representative  to  FCNL 
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92672 

Finance:  HARRY  BAILEY,  4010  Telegraph  Rd.,  Ventura,  CA  93003 

Friends  in  the  Orient:  J.  STUART  INNERST,  5840  Camino  de  la  Costa, 
La  Jolla,  CA  92037 

Ministry  and  Oversight:  ASENATH  YOUNG,  535  N.  Fremont  Dr., 
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STEINER,  ELIZABETH  PERRY.  Elizabeth 
Perry  Steiner,  dearly  loved  member  of  Claremont 
Meeting  since  its  inception  died  January  23,  1974, 
just  four  days  after  her  88th  birthday.  The 
Memorial  Meeting  for  Worship  held  Saturday, 
January  26  in  Claremont  Eriends  Meetinghouse 
had  an  air  of  celebration  about  it— gratitude  for 
Elizabeth’s  radiant  life  and  for  her  final  release 
from  suffering.  Isabel  Fothergill  Smith  expressed 
the  feeling  of  all  of  us  gathered  there  in  her  poem: 
She’s  here  and  not  here. 

She’s  free— on  the  wing. 

She’s  aloft,  and  still  soaring— 

For  her,  the  Dayspring. 

Was  ever  a person 
More  vital,  awake? 

More  bent  upon  action? 

More  alert  at  daybreak? 

The  causes  she  fought  for 
And  helped,  many  ways. 

Are  myriad,  truly; 

Beyond  our  appraise. 

When  issues  were  vital. 

At  once  she  inquired. 

Then,  armed  with  the  facts. 

Her  zeal  was  full-fired. 

A face  of  Great  sweetness; 

Soft-featured,  refined. 

Quick  smile— yes,  with  humor 
Gently  combined. 

Born  into  Friends  Meeting, 

(The  term  was  “birthright”) 

She  grew  up,  convinced 
She  should  “live  in  the  Light.” 

TO  LIVE  IN  THE  LIGHT 

TO  LIVE  IN  THE  LIGHT 
As  the  Quakers  would  say. 

Is  to  follow  the  promptings 
Of  the  Spirit  each  day. 

In  our  Meetings  for  Worship 
We  leaned  on  her  word, 

Soft-spoken  and  wise. 

She  was  gratefully  heard. 

From  her  mind  and  her  heart 
There  was  LOVE-OVERFLOW  . . . 

A treasure  among  us  . . . 

A pleasure  to  know. 

She  is  here  and  not  here. 

She  is  free— on  the  wing. 

She’s  aloft,  and  still  soaring. 

For  her,  the  Dayspring. 
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God  Bursting  Out  All  Over 


Since  I was  unable  to  attend  the  last  Yearly 
Meeting,  I read  all  the  more  eagerly  the  five-page 
evaluation  of  it  by  those  present.  I note  the 
recurring  complaint  about  too  much  vocal 
ministry  and  too  little  silence.  Perhaps  we  need  to 
search  more  thoughtfully  for  the  reasons 
underlying  this. 

Might  it  not  be  due  in  part  to  a misconception 
of  the  nature  of  the  Friends  Meeting  for  Worship? 
Here  is  a Friend  who  says  he  needs  an  hour  to 
“center  down”,  therefore  he  wants  little  or  no 
vocal  ministry.  Or  here  is  a clerk  who  ends  a 
Meeting  for  Worship  by  saying  in  effect  that  God 
had  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  that  morning, 
because  there  was  little  speaking.  (Two  Friends 
had  spoken  very  briefly.) 

The  statement,  it  seems  to  me,  revealed  a 
complete  misunderstanding  of  divine  revelation,  as 
well  as  the  genius  of  Friends  Worship.  If  God  had 
not  spoken  through  men  where  would  our  sacred 
writings  be?  A distinctive  teaching  of  Friends,  and 
some  of  their  forerunners  in  the  Reformation 
movement,  was  that  revelation  had  not  ended  with 
the  closing  of  the  New  Testament  canon.  God, 
they  insisted,  speaks  to  men  today  as  of  old. 
Hence  the  silent  Meetings  to  listen,  and  to  speak 
out  as  the  Spirit  leads. 

I have  the  utmost  sympathy  with  people  who 
want  only  silence.  They  should  not  be  deprived  of 
it.  Let  a room  be  designated  where  they  can  meet 
by  themselves  while  Quaker  worship  continues. 
This  might  well  be  tried  at  the  next  PYM. 

When  you  come  to  Meeting,  you  “take  pot  luck 
with  other  Friends  and  the  Spirit,”  to  use  a 
homely  metaphor.  In  a Programmed  Meeting  you 
know  what  comes  next.  In  an  Unprogrammed 
Meeting,  only  God  knows.  Who  is  qualified  to  say 
there  was  too  much  vocal  ministry  in  a given 
Meeting  for  Worship?  Which  Friends  were  not 
“moved”  by  the  Spirit  and  should  not  have 
spoken?  Who  dares  to  answer  that? 

We  need  to  guard  against  the  temptation  to 
play  God  in  this  matter.  If  I come  to  Worship 
demanding  for  myself  a neatly  packaged  type  of 
Meeting  that  ministers  particularly  to  my  own 
needs,  am  I not  assuming  a self-seeking  attitude? 
What  if  everyone  came  in  that  spirit?  If  I resent 
having  my  silence  interrupted,  or  need  more  time 
to  center  down,  could  it  be  that  I fail  to  take  time 
for  adequate  silence  alone  each  day? 

If  what  Friends  A,  D,  and  K say  in  Meeting 
leaves  me  cold,  let  me  remember  that  other  minds 
may  be  enlightened  and  hearts  warmed  by  their 
messages.  If  the  messages  don’t  speak  to  my 


condition,  perhaps  I should  also  consider  the 
possibility  that  my  condition  needs  reexamination. 
I have  personally  found  spiritual  adventure  in 
asking,  “Is  God  trying  to  say  something  to  me  in 
the  words  being  spoken  by  this  person?  What  is 
it?” 

A closing  word  about  that  “popcorn”  Meeting. 
When  it  happens  in  a Monthly  Meeting  more  or 
less  regularly,  and  borders  on  discussion,  it  should 
and  can  be  dealt  with,  but  not  by  Ministry  and 
Oversight  laying  down  “guidelines”.  It  should  be 
remedied  by  education,  by  instructing  members 
and  attenders  in  the  meaning  of  Friends’  Worship. 

In  Yearly  Meeting  it  was  another  matter.  I 
don’t  believe  that  the  “popcorn”  Meeting  indicates 
“a  lack  of  respect  for  other  people’s  silence”  as  I 
heard  it  analyzed  recently.  Consider  the  situation. 
Here  are  several  hundred  Friends  from  thirty-two 
Monthly  Meetings,  not  to  mention  the  Worship 
Groups.  Would  we  expect  only  two  or  three  to 
have  any  message  for  the  Yearly  Meeting?  If 
twenty  or  twenty-five  spoke  it  would  average  less 
than  one  per  Monthly  Meeting.  If  we  really  believe 
that  Friends  speak  as  they  are  “moved  by  the 
Spirit,”  should  we  not  look  upon  the  “popcorn” 
Meeting  as  God  bursting  out  all  over? 

I am  not  greatly  concerned  about  too  much 
vocal  ministry  at  Yearly  Meeting.  I wonder, 
however,  whether  Friends  are  concerned  about  the 
witness  PYM  should  be  bearing  in  the  midst  of  a 
civilization  that  has  been  collapsing  for  fifty  years. 

STUART  INNERST 
La  Jolla 


Amnesty 

“The  Los  Angeles  Friends  Meeting  of  the 
Religious  Society  of  Friends  (Quakers)  in  keeping 
with  the  300-year-old  Peace  Testimony  of  the 
Society  of  Friends,  and  in  the  spirit  of 
reconciliation,  asks  that  a general  and  uncondi- 
tional amnesty  be  issued  for  all  those  who,  for 
reasons  of  conscience,  violated  the  law  during  the 
recent  Indo-China  War.” 

(Statement  approved  by  the  Los  Angeles 
Friends  Meeting  at  its  regular  Monthly  Meeting  for 
Business,  held  in  Los  Angeles,  California,  on  First 
Month  13th,  1974) 
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Community  and  Simplicity: 


We  probably  should  have  asked  somebody 
before  adopting  that  name,  Earthquakers.  But 
whom  would  we  ask?  Besides,  it  was  really  the 
second  choice  of  almost  everyone!  Anyway,  we 
like  it  now  and  almost  all  the  people  we  meet  seem 
to  think  it’s  great.  We  hope  it  remains  apt. 

The  other  day  when  I met  our  volunteer 
accounting  advisor,  who  has  been  a partner  in  a 
widely  respected  San  Francisco  firm  for  thirty-five 
years,  he  made  two  appropriate  and  gratuitous 
remarks  besides  looking  at  the  books.  He  said  a 
lawyer  friend  for  whom  he  has  done  tax  work  for 
years  called  him  up  recently  and  said,  “You  know, 
I am  ashamed  of  lawyers  these  days.”  His  other 
remark  was  about  simplicity. 

The  head  of  a thrifty  and  prosperous  California 
firm  for  whom  our  advisor  has  done  the  accounts 
for  twenty-six  years  now  wants  to  issue  more 
stock  and  increase  the  firm’s  capital.  But  if  he 
complies  with  SEC  regulations  for  sales  which 
might  take  place  outside  of  California,  he  will  be 
required  to  produce  printed  (not  typed  or 
Xeroxed)  copies  of  forms  which,  when  revised 
again  and  again,  will  amount  to  a large  bound 
book.  This  exercise,  with  legal  fees,  will  cost  about 
$50,000.  The  alternative  is  to  sell  stock  only  in 
California,  which  is  almost  impossible  to 
guarantee,  and  which,  if  breached,  is  a felony.  I 
said  we  are  “complexifying”  ourselves  out  of 
existence.  Our  advisor  agreed,  saying  accountants 
are  often  chided  for  this  mess,  but  their 
association  has  tried  again  and  again  to  simplify 
these  and  other  regulations  at  Congress  without 
avail. 

Other  straws  in  the  simplifying  wind  were 
blowing  at  the  Northern  California  AFSC  annual 
meeting  held  February  9 in  San  Francisco,  where 
two  programs  mounted  by  the  Simple  Living 
project  drew  the  largest  single-session  audiences. 
We  all  know  that  U.S.  wealth  and  power  are 
consuming  the  earth.  Tire  statistics  are  familiar:  we 
are  6%  of  the  world’s  people  who  consume  40%  or 
50%  of  its  resources.  A new  way  of  measuring  our 
damage  popped  up  at  this  meeting  in  response  to 
the  new-found  energy  crisis;  U.S.  citizens  consume 
250,000  calories  per  day  per  person,  whereas 
denizens  of  Western  Europe  use  70,000  calories 
each  per  day,  those  of  moderately  developed 
countries  account  for  30,000-40,000  each  per  day, 
and  people  of  the  Peoples  Republic  of  China  go 


through  1 1,500  calories  each  per  day.  The  ratio  is 
22:1  between  the  U.S.  and  China.  Members  of  the 
Simple  Living  Project  ot  AFSC  call  us  “energy 
addicts.” 

Earthquakers  were  organized  by  a few  Friends 
who  in  1970  asked  a larger  number  of  their  friends 
(now  36  of  us)  to  explore  ways  in  which  we  might 
live  near  each  other,  support  each  other  in  times  of 
stress,  see  that  no  one  stumbles  on  his  way  toward 
death,  and  put  our  resources  together  in  order  to 
do  good  things.  Our  evolution  toward  these  goals 
has  been  slow,  and  remarkable. 

For  example,  we  realized  at  once  that  if  we  put 
all  of  our  spare  resources  into  a sharing  fund  and 
assumed  unlimited  liability  for  each  other,  one  or 
two  major  catastrophes  could  wipe  us  out.  So  we 
settled  on  a contribution  of  about  2Vi%  of  taxable 
income,  with  individual  variations  permitted  and  a 
suggested  portion  of  estates,  and  combined  this 
with  major  medical  and  life  insurance  against  those 
risks. 

Again,  we  have  struggled  through  long  meetings 
on  organization,  finally  to  come  up  with  consensus 
on  three  forms— not  trying  to  load  all  of  our  needs 
on  to  a single  organization  which  for  legal  or  tax 
reasons  is  inappropriate  to  one  or  more  of  our 
purposes.  So  we  have  a housing  cooperative 
through  which  to  buy  land  and  develop  our 
housing.  And  we  have  bought  420  beautiful  acres 
near  Santa  Rosa  using  that  subsidiary  group  called 
the  Lancel  Creek  Cooperative,  Inc.  Total  cost  was 
$170,000  with  $70,000  down  and  the  paper  held 
by  the  owner  for  twelve  years  at  7%  interest. 

Then  we  learned  of  a non-profit  corporation 
which  has  been  successfully  organized  around  the 
charitable  purpose  of  helping  communities 
eliminate  the  possibility  of  poverty.  We  are  now  in 
the  process  of  adapting  the  charter  and  by-laws  of 
that  organization  to  Earthquakers’  purposes. 

We  had  welfare  purposes  for  members  in  mind 
when  we  began  this  group,  but  as  everyone  knows 
and  we  soon  found  out,  the  IRS  does  not  smile  on 
non-profit  organizations  the  purposes  of  which 
include  welfare  for  their  members.  On  the  other 
hand,  an  ordinary  profit-making  corporation— 
which  we  would  want  to  organize  anyway  to  carry 
on  our  business  enterprises— is  designed  and 
expected  to  include  welfare  for  its  employees  as 
ancillary  benefits  to  the  working  stiffs,  which  are 
we.  So  we  shall  have  an  ordinary  corporation.  Are 
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we  simplifying  our  lives?  In  homes  and  furnishings 
and  transportation  and  energy  consumption,  yes; 
but  in  every  way  we  organize  and  deal  with  the 
business  world  and  the  State,  you’d  better  not 
believe  it. 

Yet  I think  you  will  find  that  we  will  make  our 
difference  significant  from  the  usual  American 
scene  in  business,  in  consumption,  in  investment, 
in  life-style,  in  community  relationships,  and  in  an 
ethical  response  to  the  earth  and  human 
environment.  We  have  received  two  appreciative 
responses  from  more  than  one  set  of  business 
contacts  and  visitors  which  have  delighted  us.  The 
first  is  incredulity  at  the  degree  of  trust  and 
integrity  which  exists  among  us.  Our  lawyers,  for 
example,  are  amazed  when  we  all  make  good  on 
pledges  involving  thousands  of  doUars  without 
having  signed  agreements  which  are  actionable  in 
court.  (We  do  not  object  to  signing  actionable 
agreements.)  The  second  is  pleasure  at  the 
consideration  with  which  we  treat  each  other  in 
meetings.  But  these  are  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
what  Friends  always  expect  of  themselves.  (We  are 
not  all  Friends,  but  we  all  use  Friendly 
procedures.) 

Our  philosophy  does  not  include  violence  or 
revolution.  We  will  work  within  the  existing  order 
to  change  it.  “The  Corporation”  took  quite  a 
pasting  from  the  Simple  Livers  at  the  AFSC 
meeting.  You  will  notice  immediately  that  we  are 
organizing  three  corporations  through  which  to 
carry  on  our  corporate  purposes  and  witness.  We 
believe  that  it  is  not  the  form  of  the  organization 
that  counts,  but  the  attitude  with  which  it  is 
infused.  We  feel  that  we  can  change  the  attitude  at 
General  Motors  best  by  buying  new  cars  at 
intervals  of  20  years— and  then  buying  Toyotas. 
Perhaps  we  should  mention  that  the  AFSC  itself  is 
a corporation. 

When  we  organize  our  businesses,  and 
remember  this  if  you  wish  to  invest  in  them,  we 
will  not  make  maximum  profit  the  criterion  of  our 
success.  On  the  other  hand,  we  intend  to  keep  the 
ledger  in  the  black.  We  rather  incline  to  the 
Japanese  model  which  is  so  scary  to  American 
business  and  which  offers  employees  job  security 
for  life.  But  again,  we  will  not  adopt  the  Japanese 
ideas  of  hierarchy  and  privilege  for  an  elite.  We 
will  have  income  maxima  as  well  as  the  minimum 
wage. 


Spealdng  to  investment,  we  do  not  hear  much 
yet  from  simple  life  planners  about  what  to  do 
with  surpluses  that  will  develop  when  those  who 
think  work  is  a Good  Thing  cut  their  consumption 
by  20%.  They  surely  don’t  want  us  to  invest  in 
those  Bad  Corporations,  full  of  graft  and  chicanery 
and  greed  and  exploitation.  They  offer  us  charity 
as  an  outlet,  but  there  is  a limit  to  charity,  which 
is  often  damaging  to  both  giver  and  receiver 
anyway. 

Lancel  Creek  offers  an  outlet  to  would-be 
ethical  investors,  too.  Ethical  investments  mean  to 
us  that  you  take  a moderate  return,  you  do  not 
lose  your  money,  and  the  investment  does  not 
support  war  or  exploitative  industry  insofar  as  this 
is  possible.  In  order  to  allow  the  poor  and  the 
young  to  participate  with  us  in  building  a new 
community,  we  borrow  money  from  friends  at  any 
rate  up  to  7%.  The  community  itself  assumes 
liability  for  these  notes,  and  the  land  stands  as 
security  behind  such  loans.  We  can  bank-finance  if 
we  want  to  build  conventional  1500  square  foot 
suburban  homes  on  individual  ten-acre  plots.  We 
don’t  and  won’t.  We  can  get  FHA  guaranteed 
mortgages  if  we  submit  to  thirty-six  more 
government  regulations  besides  those  of  the  banks. 
We  will  take  care  not  to  discriminate  on  account 
of  race,  creed,  or  national  origin  all  by  ourselves, 
thank  you.  And  we  will  seek  to  build  communities 
for  the  future,  not  for  the  past  of  this  country. 

Readers  of  this  article  may  be  inspired  to  come 
and  live  with  us— to  which  we  must  respond  that 
while  we  are  open,  the  way  is  not  easy. 
Earthquakers  is  more  available  than,  and  is  prior  to 
any  involvement  with  Lancel  Creek,  which  is 
restricted  by  geography  and  planning  commission 
as  well  as  our  desires  for  variety,  interest  and 
continuity.  But  we  expect  the  parent  organization 
to  beget  future  communities,  both  urban  and 
rural.  The  welcome  is  developmental,  but  genuine. 

We  expect  that  you  will  wish  to  watch  us  grow 
as  we  report  to  you  from  time  to  time.  If  some  of 
us  are  sensitive  to  the  word  “grow”,  then  we  must 
remember  that  a “no-growth”  economy  does  not 
mean  no  change.  If  we  would  change  the  world 
without  bloodshed,  then  the  “good”  sectors  of  the 
economy  must  grow  at  the  expense  of  the  “bad”. 
We  think  the  communities  movement  is  good. 

ROBERT  R.  SCHUTZ 
Palo  A I to 


PAGE  46  - FEBRUARY-MARCH,  1974 


FRIENDS  BULLETIN 


A Heavy  Burden 
Among  Quakers 


Franklin  Roosevelt  remarked,  early  in  the  New 
Deal,  that  periods  of  reform  occur  only  rarely  in 
this  country  and  cannot  be  expected  to  last  more 
than  eight  years.  And  it  is  true  that  a felt  need  for 
reform  has  not  dominated  American  political 
thinking  since  the  thirties.  Instead,  liberals  and  the 
radical  right  have  played  a cat  and  mouse  game  for 
35  years,  one  predictably  ending  in  the  emergence 
of  a right-wing  government  at  least  as  incompetent 
as  Herbert  Hoover’s  (1929-1933)  and  a great  deal 
more  vicious.  We  are  again  patronizingly  told  we 
are  “in  a conservative  period”,  and  must  learn  to 
live  with  it. 

Perhaps.  But  let’s  examine  what  this  means, 
let’s  look  at  its  relevance  for  organized  religion  and 
Quakers.  First  of  all,  there  is  little  evidence  of  a 
popular  swing  from  one  political  sentiment. 
Reform,  to  an  equal  and  opposite  political 
sentiment.  Reaction.  The  mobilization  for  Reform 
was  an  authentic  political  movement;  Reaction,  on 
the  other  hand,  was  and  is  engineered,  it  is  a 
political  immobilization,  it  feeds  on  public  apathy 
and  despair,  on  uninformed  hate  and  fear. 
Secondly,  the  manipulators  in  charge  of  winning 
points  in  this  climate  of  political  reaction,  from 
Nixon-Haldeman-Ehrlichman  down  to  “non- 
political” operatives  in  business,  church  and  union, 
take  advantage  of  the  deteriorated  condition  of 
democracy  to  consolidate  an  authoritarian  ethic. 
And  now,  we  want  to  know,  are  there  such  among 
Quakers,  taking  advantage  of  recessive  democracy? 
Has  the  virus  hit  us? 

The  answer  should  be  and  traditionally  has 
been  no.  But  there  is  enough  evidence  from  the 
last  two  Yearly  Meetings  to  raise  serious  doubts 
about  Quaker  liberalism,  viz: 

Amnesty.  Efforts  of  PYM  1973  to  approve  an 
amnesty  minute  foundered  on  the  plenary 
sessions’  inability  to  handle  limits:  should  amnesty 
be  extended  to  include  Lt.  Galley?  To  include 
unconvicted  (and  unindicted)  war  criminals,  such 
as  Nixon?  Thus,  an  overmastering  issue  for 
liberals— straightforward  amnesty  for  men  of 
conscience— was  crippled  by  what  is  the  issue  for 
conservatives— rescue  of  war  criminals,  by  defini- 
tion not  men  of  conscience,  who  have  been  (or  are 
to  be)  caught.  Overlooked  was  the  fact  that  Nixon 
was  still  murdering  innocents  at  the  time,  as  well 
as  the  fact  that  Nixon,  unpredictable  in  his 
paranoid  state,  is  still  in  a position  to  destroy  U.S. 


constitutional  guarantees  as  well  as  constitutional 
government  itself.  The  man  still  has  his  finger  on 
the  trigger. 

Criticizing  Nixon.  PYM  1972,  at  a time  when  it 
counted,  could  not  make  up  its  mind  on  criticizing 
Nixon  (and  supporting  McGovern)  though  British 
Quakers  in  the  country  at  the  time  thought  we 
were  out  of  our  minds  in  not  getting  directly  into 
the  political  fray.  Two  hundred  thousand  lives  and 
one  crooked  election  later,  PYM  1973  did 
repudiate  his  actions  and  his  justifications— 
though,  in  the  wording  of  one  final  version,  it  was 
while  holding  him  in  loving  care.  Certainly  these 
are  words  absurdly  inappropriate  in  a difficult 
custodial  problem. 

Swimming  naked.  This  came  up  at  PYM  1973 
as  it  had  at  PYM  1972,  both  times  with  victories 
for  “invisible”  conservatives.  Swimming  naked  had 
occurred  at  PYM  1970,  giving  Quakers  some 
priority  among  traditional  sects  in  approving  of  it. 
It  was  presumed  slated  to  occur  again  at  PYM 
1972— but  it  was  mysteriously  sidetracked  and 
debate  was  carefully  avoided  on  the  matter.  Kept 
off  of  every  agenda,  it  was  finally  and  in 
desperation  brought  up  by  John  Fitz  (Berkeley)  as 
a matter  of  personal  concern  in  the  final  plenary 
session.  By  that  time  the  issue  had  been  killed  for 
1972  with  Ministry  and  Oversiglit  promising  to 
look  into  it  for  1973.  M & 0 did  look  into  it  but 
the  final  say  was  “no”  by  the  Executive 
Committee,  meeting  in  March  1973.  The 
Executive  Committee  likewise  made  it  stick  by 
ruling  that  this  decision  was  not  subject  to  review 
by  any  plenary  session,  meaning  ordinary 
members.  So  much  for  the  democratic  process, 
good  Quaker  order,  etc.  Again,  protest  meetings 
occurred.  One  Friend  was  most  vocal  in  his 
opposition  to  nude  swimming.  This  Friend  came 
an  hour  late  to  the  single  formal  committee 
meeting  held  on  the  subject,  but  he  was  promptly 
given  the  floor  and  as  promptly  left  his  audience 
stunned.  He  revealed  that  he  had  on  his  own 
contacted  the  attorney  for  the  Archbishop— whose 
word  is  law  for  St.  Mary’s  College,  our  host  at 
Moraga— presumably  to  get  some  idea  how  this 
Catholic  churchman  felt  about  nude  swimming.  He 
explained  his  own  “unalterable  opposition”  to 
nude  swimming  by  warning  the  fifty  or  sixty 
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middle-aged,  middle-class  Quakers  present  that  the 
sacredness  of  their  marriage  bond  would  be 
jeopardized  if  other  than  husband  and  wife  saw 
each  other  nude.  This,  we  are  left  by  default  to 
believe,  was  the  argument  persuasive  with 
Executive  Committee  in  March.  True,  there  was 
much  talk  of  monthly  meetings  having  been 
“polled”  on  the  subject  by  M & 0,  much  defensive 
anger  by  some  Friends,  but  no  hard  evidence  that 
polling  had  occurred.  The  official  line  became; 
This  is  a trivial  issue,  so  why  belabor  the  question 
of  procedure? 

False  gods.  There  is  something  strikingly  17th 
Century  in  the  tides  of  political  religion  in  our 
times.  We  again  have  widespread  revolt,  severely 
repressed.  We  again  have  a defensive  religious 
establishment— rich,  cynical,  clinging  to  its 
privileges.  We  again  have  inept  government  seeking 
to  use  established  religion  as  “opiate”  and  eager  to 
help  it  crush  its  own  revolts.  Yet  the  yeasting  in 
the  political  mix— and  of  course  the  future 
answers— occurs  among  the  oppressed:  the  Farm 
Workers,  the  Migrant  Ministry,  the  Berrigans  and 
the  numberless  dissident  priests  and  nuns,  the 
SCLC,  the  angry  Episcopalians,  the  Methodists  up 
in  arms,  etc.  But  there  is  no  new  American 
wilderness  to  carry  the  experiment  to,  no  sacred 
Pennsylvania.  Seemingly  Quakerism  should  be  in 
its  element  again,  after  300  years,  in  a world  of 
rapid  religious  change  and  regeneration.  Quakerism 
could  help;  it  could  lead.  But  what  do  we  observe? 
Instead  of  helping  the  embattled  liberal  religious 
leaders  reform  their  monolithic  structures  what  do 
we  find  Quakers  are  up  to  these  days?  Traveling  to 
the  right,  that’s  what.  Accommodating  to  the 
pastoral  Quakers  and  to  Nixon  himself— as  if, 
forsooth,  we  could  save  their  souls  by  losing  our 
own.  One  can  all  but  hear  the  voice  of  old 
Leatherbritches,  thundering  down  the  centuries, 
accusing  us  of  churchly  whoring  after  false  gods. 
There  are  trifling  advantages  in  preferring 
contrived  consensus  to  controversy,  conformity  to 
liberty,  the  GOP  to  the  Democrats,  Common 
Cause  to  FCL,  the  repressiveness  of  respectability 
to  the  acceptance  of  the  human  condition,  the 
mystical  cop  out,  etc.  But  the  17th  Century  model 
lays  a heavy  burden  upon  Quakers.  We  have  a 
criminal  in  the  White  House  and  a corrupted 
government.  We  operate  in  a climate  of  fomenting 
fear.  Yet  the  broad  politico-religious  task  is 
nothing  less  than  to  preserve  the  legitimacy  of 
government,  against  whatever  odds.  However,  we 
should  overlook  these  trivial  misfortunes,  says 
Quaker  Nixon  (Aug.  15,  1973),  and  get  on  with 
“matters  of  far  more  importance”.  That  says  it. 

DAVID  MUNRO 
Orange  County 


Memorial 

CONOVER,  CHASE.  On  February  26,  1974, 
Chase  Conover  of  University  Meeting  in  Seattle 
died  at  the  age  of  79.  Chase,  an  active  Friend 
throughout  his  life,  was  born  at  Linville,  Iowa.  He 
was  a graduate  of  William  Penn  College,  and  during 
the  First  World  War  he  served  with  Quaker  units  in 
France,  only  the  first  of  many  volunteer  service 
efforts  he  undertook.  Returning  to  Iowa  he  was 
married  to  Grace  Michener  and  they  moved  to 
Oregon,  where  for  many  years  he  was  a faculty 
member  of  Pacific  College  (now  George  Fox 
College),  at  Newberg. 

Chase  and  Grace  had  two  children,  Joseph,  a 
United  Airlines  Captain,  and  Carolyne  Schroeder 
of  Minneapolis,  Minnesota. 

Following  Grace’s  death  Chase  again  served 
with  the  AFSC  during  World  War  II.  Later  he 
joined  the  Quaker  community  in  Costa  Rica  where 
he  did  much  useful  work. 

Married  to  Lillian  White  of  Richmond,  Indiana, 
the  Conovers  retired  to  a home  on  Bainbridge 
Island,  near  Seattle.  Lillian  died  in  1971.  Both 
Chase  and  Lillian  Conover  are  greatly  missed  by 
their  Meeting  and  their  many  friends.  They  were 
an  inspiration  and  a blessing  to  us  all. 


Reading 

A study  booklet  on  theological  issues  dividing 
American  Friends  is  to  be  published  in  March  by 
the  Friends  World  Committee,  America  Section. 
These  issues  have  been  the  subject  of  dialogue  over 
the  last  two  years  by  a national  panel  of  Friends  of 
all  persuasions,  including  the  Evangelical.  They 
have  also  been  dealt  with  at  regional  conferences, 
two  of  them  last  fall  on  the  West  Coast.  This 
ongoing  dialogue  is  part  of  the  “Faith  and  Life” 
movement  which  followed  the  St.  Louis 
Conference  of  1970.  The  booklet  includes  a paper 
by  Ferner  Nuhn,  a member  of  the  national  panel, 
on  “A  Quaker  Approach  to  Christ.” 

The  booklet  is  recommended  for  study  and 
discussion  by  Monthly  Meetings.  As  suggested  by 
Edwin  Sanders  in  the  January  Bulletin,  Howard 
Brinton’s  recent  luminous  book  on  the  Gospel  of 
John  as  a source  of  Quaker  thought  makes 
excellent  collateral  reading  for  such  a study.  The 
booklet  will  also  be  used  at  a national  study 
conference  October  13  and  14,  1974,  in 

Indianapolis.  It  can  be  obtained  tor  SLOO  from 
the  AFSC  Bookstore  in  Pasadena  or  from  FWCC 
offices  in  the  East. 

FERNER  NUHN 
Claremont 
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From  Honolulu 


Gatherings  -1974 


Colin  and  Elaine  Bell,  caretakers  of  Honolulu 
Meetinghouse,  write;  “One  of  the  ways  Honolulu 
Friends  Meeting  seeks  to  reduce  the  sense  of 
isolation  created  by  geography  is  to  welcome 
people  to  the  Quaker  Center.  We  are  delighted 
when  Friends  of  friends  of  Friends  come  to 
Meeting— but  we  would  also  like  more  of  you  to 
stay  overnight  with  us.  We  do  not  take  guests  for 
more  than  a limited  time,  but  we  can 
accommodate  several  at  one  time.  We  have  a 
two-bed  guest  room  with  bathroom,  and  a simple 
but  large  basement  dormitory  with  five  beds  and 
bathroom— good  for  a family.  Guests  who  can  do 
so  are  asked  to  consider  a small  tax-deductible 
contribution  to  the  Meeting.” 

Please  send  inquiries  (in  advance  please!)  to: 
Colin  and  Elaine  BeU 
Honolulu  Friends  Meeting 
2426  Oahu  Avenue 
Honolulu,  HI  96822 


Memorial 

WILLIAMS,  ELIZABETH.  Elizabeth  WiUiams 
died  on  September  21,  1973.  Claremont  Meeting 
remembers  seeing  her  Sunday  after  Sunday  in 
Meeting  for  Worship.  As  she  sat  in  the  listening 
silence  there  was  always  a lovely,  faint  smile  on 
her  face.  She  must  surely  have  had  a deep 
understanding  of  the  value  of  an  unprogrammed 
Meeting  for  Worship  wherein  the  deepening  quiet 
one  becomes  receptive,  absorbing  something  of  the 
pervading  spirit  of  God’s  tenderness  and  love  in 
the  gathered  silence.  Claremont  Meeting  is  grateful 
for  the  memory  of  that  inward  and  outward  smile. 


Diamente 

Quaker  Meeting 

Nothing 
Mars  the 

Quiet  awareness  that 
God  enfolds 
Everything 


Hope 

Despair 
Engulfed  me 
Until  the  tiny 
Baby  smiled 
Hope 

LOIS  BAILEY 
San  Fernando 


Intermountain  Friends  Fellowship 
June  6 — June  9 
Ghost  Ranch 
Abiquiu,  New  Mexico 

North  Pacific  Yearly  Meeting 
July  11  - July  14 
Fort  Worden  State  Park 
Port  Townsend,  Washington 

Pacific  Yearly  Meeting 
August  13  — August  17 
Saint  Mary’s  College 
Moraga,  California 


